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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 through 29, and 32-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Pruzan et aL, 6728603. 

3. As per claims 1 - 4, 7-1 3,15-17,1 9, 20, 22-29, and 32-35, Pruzan et al. disclose 
detecting a first message sent by a source module on a first data link, wherein the first 
message is directed to a destination module and includes an address identifier 
corresponding to the destination module, retrieving the first message and extracting the 
destination address identifier from the message on lines 10-15, on column 8; routing, 
based on the destination address and an address map, the first message to a proxy 
logic element that performs function associated with the destination module on lines 1- 
22, on column 9, the address map isn't explicitly disclosed but it is inherent since the 
gateway knows what messaged go where; detecting a first message sent by a source 
module on a proprietary data link on lines 10-15, on column 8, and lines 41-42, on 
column 4; providing the first message from the proxy logic element to a second module 
over a second data link interfaced by the proxy logic element on lines 45-66, on column 
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3; receiving a second message responsive to the first message from the second 
message via the second data link on lines 36-48, on column 6; and routing the second 
message to the first module over the first data link via second module the address map 
on lines10-26, on column 9; the nodes include at least one of either an on-board 
module and an off-board system in figure 1; the second data link is a non-propriety 
standard data link including on of the types in the claim on lines 26-67, on column 7, 
and lines 31-56, on column 50; and a master controller remotely located with respect to 
the work machine and coupled to the work machine via a wireless data link, wherein the 
master controller is configured to control the modules on lines 46-67, on column 5, lines 
14-16, on column 8, lines 10-16, on column 14, and lines 30-56, on column 20. 

4. As per claims 5, 6, 14, 18, and 21, Pruzan et al. disclose detecting that the first 
data link is incompatible with the second data link and translating the second message 
into a comparable message consistent with the first data link on lines 51-67, on column 
1 1 ; generating, by the proxy logic element, a second message that is responsive to the 
first message and routing the second message to the source module via the first data 
link on lines 36-47, on column 6; comprising a second data link that interfaces the proxy 
logic element(79). 

5. Several of the limitations include functional language that the invention of Pruzan 
et al. is capable of performing. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 30 and 31 are allowed. 
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7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art of record does not disclose a first gateway in a first work vehicle 
that will "intercept" and process a message destined for a destination module on a 
second work vehicle with a second gateway and the destination module that the 
message was intended for. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 7-18-05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The argument that the emulation of the cited reference is different from the 
interception and processing of the claimed invention is not convincing. Emulation 
means doing the processing steps that are claimed in the current invention. 

9. The arguments with respect to claim 27 are not convincing because the claim 
never specifies where the proxy logic that the gateway sends the message to is located. 
The claim can be read to include the logic at the master controller as being proxy logic. 
Pruzan et al. reads on this claim interpretation. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian J. Broadhead whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6957. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Black can be reached on 571-272-6956. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




